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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael 3 Capps
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street, NV

Washington, D C 20554

Dear HMichael Copps,

I am vriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
nanufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers aAllowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception eguipment will enable the studios to tell
technologlists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionalaity

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipnent [ will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely,

Jonathan Morris
1575 KW 136th Ave
Portland. OR 97225
USa




October 18, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commnissian
445 12th Street. NU

Washington., D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps,.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elesctronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functiconalaity

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investnent in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

John Beimler

100 Laurel Branch Dr
Cary. NC 27513
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QOctober 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and atzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and tha ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competnve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment i DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that lutut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technolegy for digytal telemsion, Thank you for your tme.

Sincezely,

Charles P. Sullivan
167 Cherry Hill Road
Nazareth, PA 18064
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commisstoner Michaei J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commssioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely cancerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home netwaork, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag, With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recypient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it intc a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game te a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you te promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Brent Phillips

7040 Dana Michelle Lane
Birchwood, TN 37308
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commigslaner Michael .| Copps
Federal Communicationg Commliasion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abiitty fo innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studlos to tell tachnologists
what new products they can craate This wlll result in products that don't necassarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result in me baing charged mare money far Inferior functionality

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable raceivers

and other equipmant | will not pay mare for devices thet limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital felevislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Erle Coolman

8 Alayne Cresent
Londen, ON N&Y 3Z2
Canada
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techaology for digtal
television. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competiuve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charpged more money for infenor

funcuona.hry.

If the FCC ss5ues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that lirmut my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Leslie Mathuson

1128 W, Collinwood Cir.
Opelika, AL 36801

USA
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October 17, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, W

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As 2 consumer and citizen, 1 feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavation, consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Herbert HReal

2356 Jeffcott St
Fort Myers, FL 33901
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on cenvincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer If switching doesn't mean discarding my exlsting home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibillty that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjovable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Mark Ray

5883 Blaine Dr.
Alexandna, VA 22303
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washingtan, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televislon.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use Implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive reciplent of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. Ican
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movle; send an emall clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the mave to digital television does not make the public's viewlng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Larry Granell

1155-26th st.
Moline, IL 61265
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, HU

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am wraiting to volce my opposition to any FCC-nmandated adoption of “broadecast
flag" technology for digital television &4s a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
uwltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result i1n products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalaty

If the FCC 1ssues a broadecast flag randate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Justin Hye

1941 North 400 West
Sunset, UT 84015
USa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 203554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppesiticn to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
end citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmumer sights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' gbility to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie etudios to veto features of DT V.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necesarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC ismues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV=-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Baxter

52 Lafayette Ave
Coxsackie, NY 12051
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michaal J Copps
Federal Communlieations Commlission
445 121h Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to volee my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital talevision As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a palicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablifty to Innavate for thelr
customera Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ehable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't neceasarlly refiect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mare money for Inferlor functionaltty

If the FCC lssues @ broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an [nvestmeant in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digttal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David Hurst

130 & Canal St
Chleago, IL 80808
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digaital television As a consumer and citizen, I feeml
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment wi1ll enable the studics to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment i1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Dean Jansen

146 Pearl St
Somexrville. MA 02145
USh
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Dctober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae]l Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a conmumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
tnovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that den't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC isines a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be iess likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mendate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Shawn Schafer

1034 NE Multhomah Dr
Fairview, OR 97024
UsA
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October 17, 2003

Commlasioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcast flag" technolagy for digital talevision As a
consumer and chizen, | feel strongly that such a poilcy would be bad for [nnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movia studios 1o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can craate This wili result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what corisumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC iasues a broadcaat flag mandate, | would actually be lass llkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers

and other aquipment | will not pay more for devices that lim#t my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kenneth Winke
1611 West Henderaon
_Apt1

Chlcago, IL 80857
USA
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Cetober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Cear Mlchael Capps,

I'am writing to volee my oppostion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technalogy for digital television As a
congumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatian, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ablity te Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to vato features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studios to teli technologlsts
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferler functionality

It the FCC Issuas @ broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be leas Ilkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that |imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal tslevialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

K Bhatt

808 Bramblewood Dr
Douglassville, PA 19518
USA
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October 17, 2003

Comrrussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumicanons Commassion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am wohing to voice my opposstion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast flag” tachnology for dypntal
television. As 2 consumer and auzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulttmate adophon of DTV.

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie stadios to veto features of DTV-zeception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologysts what new products they can create, This wall result 1 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged mote money for infenos
functonabity.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment m DTV-capable
recevers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for dewices that hrmit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Suncerely,

Michael Baxter

21 Dayton St,

Apt 3

Worcester, MA 01609
USA




October 17, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronies must be rooted 1 manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their custorners, Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV.reception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me beng charged more money for infedor
funchonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that lumut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag techaology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chos Gamett

69 Schoolhouse Road
Randeolph, NJ 07869
USA

= W O VWY TP AW I TIUE

~FIDT -




To

Page 1 of1 42609 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099 -

October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting te voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV,

A robust, compehtive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and it could result 1n me bemng charged mose money for infenor
funcnonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrent :n DTV-capable’
recewvers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that lumit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your tume.

Suncerely,

Robert Nix

12801 Ben Rogers Ct
Odando, FL 32828
USA
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October 17, 2003

Comnussioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 205354

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a conmmer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mennfactrers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts what new products they can
create This will result in producte that don't necemarily reflect what consumers like me aotually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC weues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be loss Likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank yon for your time

Sincerely,

David Bach

559 E Colt Ct
Chandler, AZ 85225
USa,
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October 17, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am wrating to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and ecaitizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and i1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Oscar Merida

1030 Temple Ct
Sterling, Vi 20164
Usa
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Octaber 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communiecations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaet Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digitsl television As s
consumer and citizen, | faal strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of OTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' ablity to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption squipment will enabile the studics to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumars ilke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor tunetionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollyweod Please do hot mandaste
broadcast flag technology for dightsl television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Paul Allen

14215 Pecan Park Lane
Space 45

El Cajon, CA 92021
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissicner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jeff Dheterich

2806 Southridge
Rowlett, TX 75088
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Octobex 17, 2003

Commnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HVY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

] am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television Ais a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Hike Curtis

514 East Hary
hustan. TK 78704
UShA




Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digrtal tefewision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the farr-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into 2 home mowvie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto 2 DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move 10 digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjoyable, flexible, and
exctting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
prcture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Steven Holt

15431 McCann St
Southgate, MI 48185




